ATATE OF UTAM

7¢ THE VSE OF WATER, DOTH INTERLOCUTORY
SURFACE AND UNDERGROUND, WITHIN : s v
'HE DRAINAGE AREA OF THE GREEN JUDGMENT AND DECREE

RIVER ABOVE THE CONPLUENCE OF,
BUT INCLUDING POT CREEK, IN
DAGGETT, SUMMIT AND UINTAH
COUNTIES, UTAH,

Be it rewsubered that this master came on regularly for
heariag on the 3lst day of Gotober, 19n.nm»m:uumm-
test filed by Zelph 3. Calder to the Preposed Deteruimation of Water
Rights submitted by the Usah State Enginesr as te Mot Creek, &
water sowres within She adbove adjudicstion, and upen the anewers
to saild protest filed by said 3tate Engineer, by Willias Alles as
the sucesasmr in interess to Lee C. and Bve Desm Watsem, and by N,
Clark Pelteh, individmally and as ensoutor of the Netate of Jeel
Evans, deccssed: and the Court, having heavd she ovidense offered by
the respective parties and being fully sasinfied im the premises,
finds thet the judgment and deeree entered by the United States
District Cowrt for the Distrist of Utah en June 81, 1904, in She case
of Calder v. Crouse, Civil Ne. 3356, is binding vwpea the parsies herein
named, and that by said decree Crowse, and his sucesssors in iaterest
were given the right te the use of 5 secend foob of the netwrel flow
of Pot Cresk, & tridutary of the Greea River, teo bo diversed at any
time & natural flew of water 1s available in Pot Creek at the att
Warner Dam frem Januery 1t to Desomber 31st inelusive of eaeh yoar;
mmmsmtmmmmmtulmmm
are bdefore uu‘mgm-umtnzmdmmum
mwm&&h%%&&&tl&lnhm.m
5y statute and She prior owder of this Court, had preper sutherisstion
umnmamzmumuunmumodntm;
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now, therefors, by virctue of the law and the findings aferesaid,
the Court orders that Jjuldgment de entered as follews:

1. That this Cenrt hae full Jurisdietion te hear and
deternine a2ll mattere commected with this sdjudication and genersl
doteruination precseding.

3. That the Prepossd Determimstion of Vater Rights fer
Pot Creek, heretofore submitted by the Utah Stase Enginser, shall
be medified amd anonded to she fellowing respeetst

(a) That Claiws Nes. 1088, 1032, 1037, 1206 aad 1887

&8 far sa the presestant islph 3, Calder
is concormed. shall be satisnfied by and shall be entitied %0 wee the
first 5.0 second feet of the natursl flow of Pot Creek, weasured a8
the Matt Varmer Dam. during the irrigaties sesscn fres My 1 %0 Octeder |
31 of each year: provided, hewever, that im the distrifusion of waser
unfer this order, the State Enginesr may in his discresion resaia the
said firet 5.0 second feet in the Matt Warmer Reserveir during any
peried when release thevefrea weild be iupessibls orF invenveniens and
way thereafter relanse she same to satisfy the abeve nusbered rightes
and clasime as seom a8 it i» pessible and uonven;em.

(») That Clatm Ny, 1019 shall e eailtled, as for ss the
protestant Zelph 5. Calder is ecounserned, to storege enly dwring the
period frem Cotober 31 of ome year te Nay 1 of the yetr fellewing snd
during said pericd 15 entitled o the first 5.0 sesend feet of the
naturel flow of Pot Creek measured at the Matt Warmer Dam; provided,
hewever, that, in the distribution of waser under this order, the
dcate Bagineer may order the installation of sush ssasuwring devises
48 my be necessery sad may in his discretica retain the said 5.0 seeond
feet in the FMast arner Reserveir during any part of the peried fres
Ostober 1 of ocms year %¢ Moy 1 of the yesr following and may release
the saws as seen tharesfier as 15 pessidle and convenient.

(e) Thas 1f the sald Mat: varner Reservoir fills and
spilla, all water spilled shall de firs: charged/with sat.*af}rmg, :,.;rié
rights hereinsbove mentioned in this paregreph twe Surisg Sheir re-
speetive peried of wes.



(6) That as to Claims Ne. 1022, 1032, 1037. 1986 and
1227, she Court reserves jurisdistion te determine the amounts and
flows of water to Be sunrded thsrespective ¢lsimsats ?p ‘
Mve boen raised by resperwive plsadiags. o e 7(0

(o) Thas 1m all other respecis net herein othervwise
expressly stated the satd Prepused Deteraimation of Water Rights
1s upheld and affirmed.

3. That as to the rights noted in said Proposed Deterw-
instion 83 Colaweds righta $his Court diselaiws say Jurisdiction and
the saild protess & dismissed for lack of Jurisdiotien &8 it pertains
to said rights, | :

Inted shis __2o dayof e ( » 1999,

T DISTRICT Jubag T




